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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This communication is responsive to an amendment filed 5/1 8/04. 

2. Claims 1-9, 11-15 and 18-27 are pending in this application. Claims 1, 8 and 18 
are independent claims; claims 1, 8 and 18 are amended; and, claims 24-27 are newly 
added. 

3. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

Claim Objections 

4. Claims 25-27 are objected to because of the following informalities in claim 25: 
"a second electronic," needs to be changed to -- a second electronic device, --. 
Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

5. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

6. Claims 2 and 3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Claim 2 recites the limitation "the multiple electronic devices" in lines 2-3 of page 
3. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

7. Claims 1,4-9, 12-15, 18, 21-25 and 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Wagner et al. ("Wagner") in view of Pennock et al. ("Pennock"). 

As per claim 1 , Wagner teaches a method of mapping electronic devices coupled 
to a wireless network comprising: 

(a) displaying a first list of names on a display screen of a first electronic device 
coupled to the wireless network (fig. 3A, "Address Book 1 )] 

(b) receiving a broadcast of a wireless identification signal from a second 
electronic device (col. 6, lines 40-41 ; an identification signal such as a telephone 
number that is unfamiliar to the user of the first device appears in the display screen; 
col. 6, lines 24-45; col. 8, lines 22-24 and lines 49-54; i.e. users may send messages to 
multiple electronic devices)] and 

(c) providing an option on the first electronic device to rename the default name 
associated with the second electronic device to a local name (col. 4, lines 55-58; user 
may access various functions of a telephone address book such as inherent functions of 
editing/renaming an address book). 

Although Wagner teaches displaying a visual cue on the display screen, in response to 
receiving a broadcast of a wireless identification signal from a second electronic device, 
wherein a broadcast of a wireless identification signal being sent to multiple electronic 
devices, the cue identifying a default name associated with the second electronic device 
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in the first list of names of electronic devices (col. 6, lines 40-41 ), Wagner does not 
explicitly disclose a visual cue displayed on the display screen to single out a target 
name from the first list of names displayed on the display screen and responsive to 
receiving the wireless identification signal, identifying a target name from the first list of 
names displayed on the display screen as being associated with the second electronic 
device wherein each name in the first list is associated with an active electronic device. 
Pennock teaches a visual cue displayed on the display screen to single out a target 
name from the first list of names displayed on the display screen and responsive to 
receiving the wireless identification signal, identifying the target name from the first list 
of names displayed on the display screen as being associated with the second 
electronic device wherein each name in the first list is associated with an active 
electronic device (figs. 6, 8, 9-15 and 18; col. 8, lines 30-43; col. 18, lines 57-64). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to 
include Pennock's visual cue displayed on the display screen to single out a target 
name from the first list of names displayed on the display screen and responsive to 
receiving the wireless identification signal, identifying a target name from the first list of 
names displayed on the display screen as being associated with the second electronic 
device wherein each name in the first list is associated with an active electronic device 
to Wagner's display of a visual cue on the display screen, in response to receiving a 
broadcast of a wireless identification signal from a second electronic device, wherein a 
broadcast of a wireless identification signal being sent to multiple electronic devices, the 
cue identifying a default name associated with the second electronic device in the first 
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list of names of electronic devices so that users may view a list of all present 
participants. 

As per claim 4, the modified Wagner teaches the method of mapping electronic 
devices coupled to a wireless network comprising an option to broadcast a wireless 
activation signal to multiple user-selected electronic devices from the first list of names 
of electronic devices, the activation signal to cause the user-selected electronic devices 
to identify themselves using an audio or visual cue (Wagner: figs. 3A and 4; upon 
receiving a signal from another electronic device, a visual cue "Sue Smith" is displayed). 

As per claim 5, the modified Wagner teaches the method of mapping electronic 
devices coupled to a wireless network comprising providing a data exchange option on 
the first electronic device to send a file to the second electronic device, the data 
exchange option identifying the second electronic device by the local name (Wagner: 
see figs, 5, 8 and respective portions of the specification; stock information and stock 
quotes are sent in batch files over the wireless networking device). 

As per claim 6, the modified Wagner teaches the method of mapping electronic 
devices coupled to a wireless network wherein displaying the first list of names is done 
in response to a user of the first electronic device selecting a wireless network mapping 
menu option (Wagner: fig 3A; selecting an address book). 

Claim 7 is similar in scope to claim 1, and is therefore rejected under similar 
rationale. 

Claim 8 is similar in scope to the combination of claims 4 and 5 and is therefore 
rejected under similar rationale. 
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Claim 9 is similar in scope to claim 1(b) and is therefore rejected under similar 
rationale. 

Claim 12 is similar in scope to claim 5 and is therefore rejected under similar 
rationale. 

Claim 13 is similar in scope to claim 6 and is therefore rejected under similar 
rationale. 

Claim 14 is similar in scope to claim 1(c) and is therefore rejected under similar 
rationale. 

Claim 15 is similar in scope to claim 8, and is therefore rejected under similar 
rationale. 

Claim 18 is similar in scope to claim 1, and is therefore rejected under similar 
rationale. 

Claim 21 is similar in scope to claim 4 and is therefore rejected under similar 
rationale. 

Claim 22 is similar in scope to claim 5 and is therefore rejected under similar 
rationale. 

Claim 23 is similar in scope to claim 6 and is therefore rejected under similar 
rationale. 

As per claim 24, the modified Wagner teaches a method of mapping electronic 
devices coupled to a wireless network comprising providing an option on the first 
electronic device to rename the target name associated with the second electronic 
device to a local name (col. 4, lines 55-58; user may access various functions of a 
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telephone address book such as inherent functions of editing/renaming an address 
book). 

As per claim 25, the modified Wagner teaches a method of mapping electronic 
devices coupled to a wireless network comprising receiving a broadcast of a wireless 
identification signal from a second electronic device, the identification signal including a 
first default name assigned by a user of the second electronic device (Pennock: figs. 6, 
8, 9-15 and 1 8; first default name assigned by a user of the second electronic device). 

As per claim 27, the modified Wagner teaches a method of mapping electronic 
devices coupled to a wireless network comprising providing an option on the first 
electronic device to rename the default name associated with the second electronic 
device to a local name (col. 4, lines 55-58; user may access various functions of a 
telephone address book such as inherent functions of editing/renaming an address 
book). 

8. Claims 2, 3, 1 1 , 19, 20 and 26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Wagner et al. ("Wagner") in view of Pennock et al. ("Pennock") as 
applied to claims 1, 8 and 18, and further in view of Smith et al. ("Smith"). 

As per claim 2, although the modified Wagner teaches the method of mapping 
electronic devices coupled to a wireless network comprising an option to broadcast a 
wireless identification signal from the first electronic device to the multiple electronic 
devices, including the second electronic device the identification signal including a first 
default name of the first electronic device being assigned by a user of the first electronic 
device (Pennock: figs. 6, 8, 9-15 and 18) and in response to the second electronic 
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device unable to translate the first default name, displaying a visual cue on the display 
screen of the second device the cue identifying the first electronic device (Wagner: col. 
6, lines 57-63; if the second electronic device is unable to match the first default name 
to a name in the rolodex, a visual cue on the display screen of the second device 
identifying the first electronic device is displayed in accordance with conventional caller 
ID technology, i.e. a number is displayed in place of a name), the modified Wagner 
does not explicitly disclose the cue identifying a second default name associated with 
the first electronic device from a second list of names of a plurality of electronic devices 
(Smith: col. 12, lines 38-48). Smith teaches a visual cue identifying a second default 
name associated with the first electronic device from a second list of names of a 
plurality of electronic devices (col. 12, lines 38-48). Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to include Smith's teaching of a visual 
cue identifying a second default name associated with the first electronic device from a 
second list of names of a plurality of electronic devices in a method of mapping 
electronic devices coupled to a wireless network to the modified Wagner's teaching of a 
visual cue on the display screen of the second device the cue identifying the first 
electronic device in a method of mapping electronic devices coupled to a wireless 
network in order to provide a user a way of quickly identifying a signal when only part of 
the signal's data is known. 

As per claim 3, the modified Wagner teaches the method of mapping electronic 
devices coupled to a wireless network comprising an option to broadcast a wireless 
activation signal to a user-selected electronic device from the first list of names of 
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electronic devices, the activation signal to cause the user-selected electronic device to 
identify itself using an audio or visual cue (Wagner: figs. 3A and 4; upon receiving a 
signal from another electronic device, a visual cue "Sue Smith" is displayed). 

Claim 1 1 is similar in scope to claim 2 and is therefore rejected under similar 
rationale. 

Claim 19, which is dependent on claim 18, is similar in scope to claim 2 and is 
therefore rejected under similar rationale. 

As per claim 20, the modified Wagner teaches a computer-readable medium 
comprising a plurality of instructions readable therefrom, the instructions, when 
executed by a first electronic device, cause the first electronic device to perform 
operations comprising an option to broadcast a wireless activation signal to multiple 
user-selected electronic devices from the first list of names of electronic devices, the 
activation signal to cause the user-selected electronic devices to identify themselves 
using an audio or visual cue (Wagner: figs. 3A and 4; upon receiving a signal from 
another electronic device, a visual cue u Sue Smith" is displayed). 

Claim 26 is similar in scope to claim 2 and is therefore rejected under similar 
rationale. 

Response to Arguments 

9. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-9, 11-15 and 18-23 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 
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Conclusion 

10. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 
706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 
1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Inquires 

11. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Examiner Le Nguyen whose telephone number is (571) 
272-4068. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday from 7:00 am to 
3:30 pm (EST). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kristine Kincaid, can be reached on (703) 308-0640. 
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The fax numbers for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned are as follows: 

(703) 872-9306 [Official Communication] 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 305- 
3900. 



LVN 

Patent Examiner 
March 29, 2005 
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